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Medical Aid Societies and the

General Medical Council.

MEDICAL AID SOCIETIES AND THE GENERAL MEDICAL COUNCIL.

A CASE of great importance both to the medical profession
and to those societies which employ contract medical aid
was temporarily adjudicated upon by the General Medical
- Council on Nov. 29th. The facts of the case, which are set out

in detail in our report of the proceedings of the Council, were
as follows. Mr. ROBERT RENDALL, M.B., C.M. Edin., was
summoned to appear before the Council to answer the follow-

ing charge as formulated by the Council’s solicitor : ’’ That

you have been guilty of infamous conduct in a professional
respect, particulars of which are that you have accepted and
continue to hold the appointment of medical officer to the

Liverpool Victoria Legal Friendly Society at Great

Yarmouth, a society which systematically practises
- canvassing for the purpose of procuring patients,
and that you have approved or acquiesced in such

canvassing." 
" The complainants were the Medical Defence

Union, acting on behalf of local members of the

union, for whom Dr. A. G. BATEMAX appeared, while

Dr. RENDALL was represented by Mr. LASVSOa WALTON,
K.C., M.P., and Mr. C. MATTHEWS. Dr. BATEMAN, in

opening the case, reminded the Council of the resolution

passed by themselves in June, 1899, which ran as

follows :-

"That the Council strongly disapprove of medical practi-.
tioners associating themselves with medical aid associations
in which systematic canvassing and advertising for the

purpose of procuring patients are practised."
Persons, he said, were undoubtedly canvassed by agents
of the Liverpool Victoria Legal Friendly Society, and

these agents also canvassed for the National Medical

Aid Company. Dr. BATEMAN called witnesses and put in

statutory declarations to prove this point. On the other

hand, various collectors, both past and present, of the

friendly society gave evidence that they had never
canvassed for the medical aid company and had been strictly
forbidden to do so. Eventually the Council decided that the
points mentioned in the notice of inquiry had been proved
against Dr. RENDALL and gave him until next session to

consider his position. This result was a great forensic

’triumph for Dr. BATEMAX who secured a victory for the
Medical Defence Union against the capable pleading of two
famous advocates. We congratulate him heartily upon the
manner in which he conducted the case for the Medical

Defence Union, and the Union for taking up and fighting a
most important cause.
We are glad to see that the Council took the line that

they did. We cordially approve of the conclusion to which
they came, while the delay in imposing a penalty upon

Dr. RENDALL, is proper. The case is in the nature of

a test case and should not be unduly hnrried to a

definite decision. The case of medical aid societies

is always a hard one with which to deal, and this

particular instance is rendered all the more difficult by
reason of the remarkable relations which exist between the

= Liverpool Victoria Legal Friendly Society and the National
Medical Aid Company. The friendly society, according to
its published rules, is simply a society for enabling persons
by means of a weekly or monthly payment " to insure a sum
of money on the death of a member, or child of a member,
or an endowment upon either attaining a certain age." 

" In

other words, it is an insurance society and nothing more.

L 
On inquiry at the head office of the society we were informed
that they had nothing whatever to do with the National

Medical Aid Company- Concerning the accuracy of the

information we were, however, a little sceptical. Our

Special Commissioner, when making his inquiries for our

articles upon the Battle of the Clubs," found that the
, 

canvassers of the Liverpool Victoria Legal Friendly Society,
- 

when canvassing for membership of that society, were in the
habit of opening negotiations by pointing out the advantage
of paying ld. per week to the National Medical Aid Com-

pany so as to secure the advantages of the medical man

employed by that society. We were not. therefore,

; 
much surprised when, on inquiry at the offices of the

medical aid company, we were told that every member

of the medical aid company must be a member of

: 
the Liverpool Victoria Legal Friendly Society, and that no
one who was not a member of that society could be a

: 
member of the medical aid company. This statement,

however, is directly at variance with that of Mr. PETERS,
an official of both the society and the company, who stated,
in answer to Sir WILLIAM THOMSON, that any person

could be a member of the medical aid company although
not insured in the Liverpool Victoria Legal Friendly Society.
The collectors for the one society, we were also told, worked
for the other. Mr. CULLY, who gave evidence, was a district

manager of both the friendly society and of the medical

aid company, while Mr. PETERS, in his evidence, stated

that he was chief clerk of the friendly society and also
a director of the medical aid company. There would

seem, therefore, to be a pretty close union between the

two societies, if not, strictly speaking, an official

union. And, in fact, Mr. LAWSON WALTON in his

reply implied that the staffs of the two societies were

connected. "It had been suggested," he is reported as

saying, that all difficulties would be avoided in future if

there were a separation in the staff of the friendly society
and the medical aid society, but he was informed that if

such a separation took place it would not be worth the

while of the medical aid society to organise a staff

of its own, and that it would be better to let it die out."

It seems, then, that Dr. RENDALL’s position was that of a

medical referee to the Liverpool Victoria Legal Friendly
Society and that incidentally the collectors of that society
were accustomed to point out that Dr. REXDALT’S club-

i.e., the medical aid company-was an advantageous body
to join. The Council considered that they had evidence
before them to prove that Dr. RENDALL was associated with

an institution where systematic canvassing was carried on
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and gave effect to the resolution of disapproval which they Ihad passed in June, 1899.
The action of the Council in this test case is of far-

reaching importance. We disclaim at the outset the idea

that it is necessarily disgraceful for a medical man to

belong to a medical aid society. But lie must not work

for a medical aid society which, under the guise of philan-
thropy, exploits the labours of medical men to whom it

pays an insufficient salary. The medical aid society, as

a rule, collects a large number of pennies and half-

pennies from the poor, supplies them with a medical man
who is always underpaid and generally overworked, and

pockets any surplusage over the medical man’s salary. As

far as the medical aid society is concerned the position is
not immoral, it is a purely commercial speculation ; but the

position of a medical man to such a society is altogether
unenviable. Dr. RENDALL has some six months before him

wherein to consider his position. We trust that lie will

come to the conclusion to bring himself into line with pro-
fessional opinion and will cut himself off from all communi-
cation with a lay association which requires him to work in

opposition to accepted medical ethics. We may have

occasion to recur to this case, the importance of which is

fully recognised by all parties concerned.

The Annual Meeting of the Fellows
and Members of the Royal

College of Surgeons
of England.

IT cannot be said that any very important incidents

occurred at the seventeenth annual meeting of the Fellows
and Members of the Royal College of Surgeons of England,
and yet the occasion was by no means devoid of interest. The
attendance was decidedly small ; less than 50 Members were

present. Here and there a Fellow could be seen, while

in the well of the theatre sat the President, the two
Vice-Presidents, and two or three other members of the

Council. This apathy on the part of the Members of the

College is probably only apparent. It is hopeless to expect
many Members living in the country to come up to such a

meeting, and of those in London but few have the necessary
leisure. Moreover, we cannot help thinking that many of
the Members have begun to despair of ever obtaining their

rights. This attitude is very comprehensible, but it is wrong.
One of the greatest arguments in favour of the Members’

claims would be to show that they really take an interest in
the College and wish to share in its government. The

Members should attend in their hundreds ; the two or three
hours required once a year could be spared by most men,
even by those with very large practices.
The President (Mr. H. G. HOWSE), in presenting the report,

pointed out two changes that had been made in connexion
with the report in consequence of resolutions carried at the
last annual meeting. Formerly the report was sent to all

the Fellows and to those Members who chose to apply for it.
Now the Fellows and Members are put on the same footing
and it is sent to all who apply for it, and the names are

placed on a permanent list so that it is not necessary to 

make a fresh application every year. The large number I

of Members who have applied for a copy shows that many ofthem are interested in the College. The other change is
the inclusion in the report of the names of those Members.
who have died during the past academical year. These

names occupy eight pages and we obtain some idea of the

proportions of the Membership of the College when we
find that one year’s loss includes 450 names. The Member."..

are nearly 18,000 in number, and it is absurd that so

numerous a body of educated men should have no share

in the management of the College of which they
are the alumni. The time-honoured motion in favour’

of the participation of the Members in the eiection

of the Council was modified somewhat this year by the
introduction of an appeal to the Council to suggest
some way by which the Members might be admitted

to a share in the direction of the affairs of the College.
Time after time a motion has been carried to the effect

that the claims of the Members are founded on justice, but
no result has followed. The variant brought forward this.

year will meet, we fear, with no happier fate, but we may
hope that time, the solver of all difficulties, will ultimately-
grant to the Members that for which they have for many
years so earnestly striven. We commend this resolution to-

the careful consideration of the Council. Surely there are-

in that body a sufficient number of liberal-minded men to.

bring forward and carry through some measure of relief to,

the crying wants of the Members.

A motion brought forward by Dr. G. DANFORD THOMAS.

constituted another important piece of business. At the last

annual meeting he had proposed a motion asking the Council
to initiate some medical reforms, and in subsequent corre-

spondence he had pointed out some of the more urgent .
of these. The Council had. after consideration, expressed
its inability to take any steps in the matter. Since then a,

Medical Reform Bill has been drawn up by the British

Medical Association, and Dr. DANFORD THOMAS asked the

Council to give its hearty support to this Bill. A

medical coroner is more than most other medical men

in a position to recognise what changes in medical

legislation are desirable. He sees many of the more gross
instances of the harmful results which follow from the

present state of the law, and we therefore consider the

alterations suggested by Dr. DANFORD THOMAS to be of

peculiar value and importance. Never before in the history
of this country has quackery been so rampant as at the

present day. The newspapers-not only the cheap and
inferior press but organs of recognised influence and im-

portance-contain whole pages of advertisements of safe

cures, blood mixtures, and pills. Claims the most exorbitant,
statements the most absurd are made, and the deluded

public lose alike their money and their health, or even their
lives, in the hopeless attempt to cure themselves. Without

expressing now an opinion on a large matter such as the Bill
already mentioned we may hope that the Council of the

College may see its way to support the cause of reform of
the Medical Acts. The President promised that he would
bring the matter before the Council, and said that he was sure
;hat the Council would consider earnestly the whole subject.
We trust that the delibera,tions of the Council will result in

action. The matter is urgent and quite enough abstract
’esolutions have been passed. - The Royal College of


